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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-8 are pending as filed January 26, 2004. 

Priority 

2. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. The certified copy of the Japanese 
application is not in English and no translation was provided. 



Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: SI 05 of Figure 4. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 
1 .121(d), or amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the 
description in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(b) are required in reply to the Office action 
to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet 
should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing 
date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" 
or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the 
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examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01 . 

Claim Objections 

5. Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: "CGI" is ambiguous. 
The acronym "CGI" has multiple meanings even in the computer field. The term should 
be spelled out in the claims at its first use. Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: preamble is 
confusing. The phrase "to receive search results from the information retrieval sites" 
seems out of place. It is unclear what this phrase is intended to describe - the server or 
the terminal or something else. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Inconsistent reference to tenms causes confusion as 
to whether or not the term refers to the same element as the prior use of the term. 
There Is either an unclear antecedent basis or It appears to introduce another element 
of the same or almost the same name. Some examples include: information retrieval 
site(s), designation Information retrieval site and each of information retrieval sites; 
script definition; predetermined sets of authentication information and authentication 
information; program; certification; authentication function; and conversion function. 
The first reference to an element should use the article "a" or "an" if singular or no article 
if plural. Later references to the same element should use the same tenn, same format 
of the term and either "the" or "said" since the element was introduced prior to this 
reference to it. 

9. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap between the steps. See 
MPEP § 2172.01. Claim 2 begins with receding authentication Information. Issues 
arrive with the later steps of identifying and transmitting. Links between these steps 
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seem to be missing. First, it is unclear how or why "unassigned authentication 
information" would be identified. It is also unclear how "unassigned authentication 
information" seems to correspond to a site. Next, once the "unassigned authentication 
information" is Identified the steps jump to transmitting the "identified authentication 
infonnation". However, the only "identified authentication information" in the claim is the 
"unassigned authentication information". If the identified "unassigned authentication 
infomnation" is unassigned then it is unclear how can it be transmitted to a site to get 
certification. Steps appear to be missing from Claim 2. 

10. Claim 2 recites the limitation "the access nurnber". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 1 . Claim 4 recites the limitation "the communication". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

12. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

13. Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed Invention Is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. See MPEP § 2106-2106.02. Claim 8 lacks the 
necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a manufacture within 
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the meaning of 35 (JSC 101 . It is clearly not a series of steps or acts to be a process nor 
is they a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of matter. As such, it 
fails to fall within a statutory category. They are, at best, functional descriptive material 
perse. Descriptive material can be characterized as either "functional descriptive 
material" or "nonfunctional descriptive material." Both types of "descriptive material" are 
nonstatutory when claimed as descriptive material perse, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d 
at 1759. When functional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable 
medium, it becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to the medium and will be 
statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the function of the descriptive 
material to be realized. Compare In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d 
1031, 1035 (Fed. Cir. 1994). They can all be implemented in software alone. There is 
no proper computer-readable medium or hardware. The "means" of claim 8 can all be 
implemented in software. The "server" requires hardware in order to be statutory. 
Claims 5-7 need to be on computer program products that have code embodied on a 
computer readable medium which when executed cause the steps in the claims. 
Claims 5-7 need storage and execution. Accordingly, Claims 5-8 are not statutory. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

14. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b). by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

15. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Miller et 
aL, U.S. Patent No. 6,807,539 (hereinafter Miller) . 

As for Claims 1 , 5 and 8, Miller teaches: 

recording a script definition in which a conversion function and an authentication 
function are defined for each of information retrieval sites into storage, said conversion 
function converting a description of a search condition in compliance with a 
predetermined description rule into a description in compliance with a description rule of 
an information retrieval site, and said authentication function being used for an 
authentication procedure of an information retrieval site that requires authentication as a 
condition to respond search results (See e.g. Miller - col. 5, line 62- col. 6, line 22 and 
col. 7, lines 21-31 and Figure 5); 
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reading a script definition corresponding to the information retrieval site 
designated by the user terminal from said storage (See e.g. Miller - col. 5, line 62- col. 
6, line 48 and col. 7, lines 21-31 and Figure 5); 

receiving certification from the information retrieval site by executing the 
authentication function when the script definition for the information retrieval site 
includes the authentication function (See e.g. Miller -col. 5, line 62- col. 6, line 48 and 
col. 7, lines 21-31 and Figure 5); 

converting said search condition designated by the user terminal into a search 
condition in compliance with a description rule of the information retrieval site by 
executing the conversion function in the script definition (See e.g. Miller - col. 5, line 62- 
col. 6, line 22 and Figure 5); 

transmitting a search request according to the converted search condition to the 
designated information retrieval site (See e.g. Miller -col. 6, lines 15-22 and Figure 5); 

receiving search results from the information retrieval site that has retrieved 
information in response to said search request (See e.g. Miller - col. 6, lines 22-32 and 
Figure 5); and 

transmitting the received search results to the user terminal (See e.g. Miller - col. 
6, lines 42-48 and Figure 5). 



As for Claim 2, Miller teaches the parent Claim 1. 
comprising: 



Miller also teaches further 
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recording predetermined sets of authentication information and ID information - 
into said storage for each information retrieval site when the information retrieval site 
requires authentication and restricts the access number by assigning predetermined 
sets of authentication information to a source of an information retrieval request, said 
authentication information being assigned to said server by said iriformation retrieval 
site, and said ID Information identifying whether said authentication information is used 
or not (See e.g. Miller - col.8, line 30- col. 9, line 8); 

identifying unassigned authentication information based on the ID information 
read from said storage corresponding to said information retrieval site (See e.g. Miller - 
col.8, line 30- col. 9, line 8); and 

transmitting the identified authentication information to said information retrieval 
site to receive the certification from said information retrieval site (See e.g. Miller - col.8, 
line 30- col. 9, line 8 and col. 7, lines 21-38). 

As for Claim 3, Miller teaches the parent Claim 1 . Miller also teaches further 
comprising: transmitting authentication information assigned by an information retrieval 
site to said information retrieval site according to an authentication function to receive 
certification from said information retrieval site when the script definition for said 
information retrieval site includes said authentication function (See e.g. Miller - col.8. 
line 30- col. 9, line 8 and col. 7, lines 21-38). 
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As for Claim 4, Miller teaches the parent Claim 1. Miller also teaches wherein 
the communication between said server and said user terminal, and the communication 
between said server and said information retrieval sites use TCP/IP and HTTP, 
respectively (See e.g. Miller - Figure 1 - Internet uses TCP/IP and col. 5, lines 45-55 - 
HTTP). 

As for Claim 6, Miller teaches the parent Claim 1 . Miller also teaches wherein 
said program is a CGI program (See e.g. Miller - Figures 3-4 and col. 8, line 30- col.9, 
line 8). 

* 

As for Claim 7, Miller teaches: 

A cross-site search program running on a computer connected to a user terminal 
and a number of information retrieval sites through a network, said program causing 
said computer to execute the procedures of: 

accepting designation of any one of said Information retrieval sites with a search 
condition by said user terminal (See e.g. Miller - col. 2, lines 35-40); 

identifying a script definition corresponding to the designated infonnation retrieval 
site among a number of script definitions, said script definition defining a conversion 
function that converts a description of a search condition in compliance with a 
predetermined description rule into a description in compliance with a description rule of 
an information retrieval site (See e.g. Miller - col. 2,lines 40-65 and col. 5, line 62- col. 
6, line 22 and Figure 5); 
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receiving certification from the information retrieval site by executing an 
authentication function when the script definition for said information retrieval site 
includes said authentication function (See e.g. Miller -col. 5, line 62- col. 6, line 48 and 
col. 7, lines 21-31 and Figure 5); 

converting the search condition designated by the user terminal into a search 
condition in compliance with a description rule of the information retrieval site by 
executing the conversion function in the script definition (See e.g. Miller - col. 5, line 
62- col. 6, line 22 and Figure 5); 

transmitting a search request according to the converted search condition to the 
designated information retrieval site (See e.g. Miller -col. 6, lines 15-22 and Figure 5); 

receiving search results from the information retrieval site that has retrieved 
information in response to said search request (See e.g. Miller - col. 6, lines 22-32 and 
Figure 5); and 

transmitting the received search results to the user terminal (See e.g. Miller - col. 
6, lines 42-48 and Figure 5). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christyann Pulliam whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1007. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8:30am-6pm, every other 
Fri 8:30am-5pm EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571^273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonmation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. / / 
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